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. France, Belgium, and WestGermany

ROTICLE APPEARED -
QN BROE s

Options — and costs
against terrorlsm |

By CharlesE. W
Specnai to The crmshan Sc:enoe Momtor

- Washington

It is near]y one year smce hxgh-level Amencan offi-
cials. publicly urged consideration of taking preemptive
action against terrorist. groups partxcularly those that
were state supported. . ) P

Yet, since that time: .

® Anti-NATO terronst attacks have intensified and
included ‘violence in Portugal, Spam,“ Greece, Italy,
> " " 1“

® The European-based Action Directs and Red Army
Faction announced a joint- ‘“Political-Military Front in
Western Europe” in January designed to ‘“‘shake the im-

_ perialist system to its foundations.”

® Raids on terrorist “safehouses” in West Germany,
France, Italy, and Belgium have uncovered target-candi-
date lists of hundreds of semor offlclals mvolved in West-
ern defense matters. ., 5 : b

° denappmgs in Sout.h and Cent.ral Amenca of pric
vate businessmen for pohtlcal and fmancxal motlves
have not decreased. . ig:’, .. SESET

Perhaps Western governments w111 find the 'key to
combating terrorism_in:due course, but they obviously
have not found it thus farIncreased sharing of informa-
tion on terrorists, whlle modestly useful, has not histori-

: $¥: cally” . proven. - decisive.

T

. Training surroites :-Counterterrorist training by

i ¢ the United States of forexgn
: -units is a necessary, but not
; sufficient, element in the
struggle

risks putting
antiterrorist efforts
in the hands of - -

. e T The fact is t.hat “gett.mg
‘ people \!V!th their tough” with terrorists brings
own political with it a bag full of prags
agendas. Such matic ar;d mglral ;Illf?:cs that

: . are profoundly difficult for

~ groups are difficult Western societies to make.

to control. - In the pragmatic realm,
-v»act.xve US retaliation against

terrorists would mv1te counterreprisals. And unlike
small clandestine bands of terrorists,. overall Western

: targets are huge, worldwide, and invitingly unprotected.

A *“war’’ with terrorists would be downright uneven in
terms of the availability of targets and the possibilities of
protecting them. ...

Training surrogates to stnke «at ,suspected terronsts
risks putting antiterrorist efforts in the hands of people
with their own political agendas. Such surrogate groups
are inherently difficult to control. -

The record shows that lnt:umdatlon sunply does not

- work with ideologically-based terrorists. This does not
* imply unusual bravery on their part, but rather is a mea-
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to West in its battle

sure of thelr motivation, psychology, and state of
desperation.

As a rule of t.humb t.he more notoriety received and
martyrs created, the better.

Those familiar with the psychology of terrorist leaders
attest to the expendabrhty of street- level operatxves in
any such group. .-

It is frankly questlonable whether Western govern-

" ments could withstand the political pressures that would
~ derive from tit-for-tat warfare with terrorists.

As for morality, a policy of fighting terrorists extra-

' legally presents many of the dilemmas facing a morally

based society in wartime. It would tax Western stan-
dards of behavior, for instance, to undertake any of the
following actions:
® Reprisals against an area or installation only gener- .
ally identified with a terrorist target. Innocents could
well be hit, and the most difficult individual targets
‘ missed. The hard reality is that intelligence is rarely pre-
' cise enough to do better. Given the plethora of dﬂixcgﬂt
. to-penetrate factions among terronsts thxs situation is
 likely to be permanent.
| ® Assassinations of know terrorists without due pro-
‘ cess of law — the converse of broad-gauge attacks.
® At risk to innocents, monitoring but not stopping
some terrorist actions in order to preserve a source or
learn about future operation. = . .
® Direct or indirect support of an active terrorist orga-
| mzatlon in order to help it eliminate more radical rivals.
® Support certain terrorist leaders, despite their cur-
rent terrorist activity, in order to induce their poss1b1e fu-
Lturemoderatxon L 5& i‘,..g {4 gx c PP
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‘ Yet these optlons exxst and are arguably among those .
reqmredtocombattheterronstmenace g Py rd
» Common to all of these possibilities is a sincere- e-desire

,to rid the world of hard-core terrorists. But unghcit are ,
Juage_n.ts_th___at an unlucky few innocents - -

' may sometimes be sa@j.’ic ; tha in ter-
; Torists, -despite their crimes, -could under cer-
|

 tain__circumstances be helped: and that .
nonelected security or intelligence officials are. com@tent
' tomake such judgments. . ... ..

M'any professxonals say they beheve t.hat short of

et Dl il

Sy Sohgad
&adopt.mg such methods, a qmet publlc pohcy regardmg
thls problem is more prudent than a bellicose one. . : -

Others point to the example of Israel, a Western-style
state that adopts rules of war. rather than peace in its
- dealings with terrorists... -
. There are costs to both pohcnes It is 1mpor-
tant that they be clearly recogmzed
“The Wnrer was a govemment ofﬂczal for two dec
. ades before becoming a consultant on international
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